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Frank S. Simone
Regulatory Divislo" Manaq<'
fCederal Govemrrlwt Mf:lll'

May 30,1996

Suite 1000
I '20 20th St, NVV
vVashl"gton DC 20036
:)02 457-232 1

"AX 202 457·2::45
"MAil gal120a 1h'Tlone

Mr. William F. Caton, Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W. -- Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Mil Y ) n 199X

Re: Ex Parte CC Docket No. 95-116 - Telephone Number Portability

Dear Mr. Caton:

Today I met with M. Littell of the Common Carrier Bureau's Policy and
Planning Division. The material attached was used to discuss AT&T's
proposed local number portability implementation schedule and the relative
impact on switch real time capacity for both the LRN and QQR solutions.

Two copies of this Notice are being submitted to the Secretary of the FCC in
accordance with Section 1.1206(a)(2) of the Commission's Rules.

Sincerely,

cc: Ms. M. Littell

Attachment
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Telephone Number Portability
CC Docket No. 95-116

LRN Implementation Schedule

• The proposed implementation schedule presumes major switch manufacturers can
update switch software at a rate of 53 switches per week.

4 MSAs per Region per Quarter x 7 Regions 28 MSAs per Quarter

28 MSAs per Quarter

700 switches per Quarter

x

~

•

25 switches per MSA

13 weeks per Quarter

700 switches per quarter

53 switches per week

• The record in this proceeding indicates one major switch manufacturer alone
can update 50 switches per week.*

* See Letter to Jennie Su, Policy & Program Planning Division, Common Carrier Bureau, Federal Communications
Commission from Carol Wilner, Director-Federal Public Affairs, Lucent Technologies, dated May 20, 1996.



Telephone Number Portability
CC Docket No. 95-116

LRN Implementation Schedule

105 MSAs by the third quarter 1998

Regional LRN Deployment
In each MSA, deployment would include 25 switches: 20 ILEC and 5 CLEC
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Iotal· i 5 MSAs per region x 7 regions = 1U5 MSAs deployed by 3Q98

Service Management System ("SMS") Installation
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LRN vs. QOR: Switch Usage Efficiency
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LRN Call to Ported Number 1.30 1.34

._--..--'._'-

Call to Non-Ported Number 1.15 1.34

QOR Call to Ported Number 2.10 2.34
.._.....",-

Call to Non-Ported Number 1.04 1.04

Source: Letter from Al Loots, Lucent Technologies, to Jerry Abercrombie, Woody Traylor, and Patricia L.
vanMidde, dated May 20, 1996, and Letter from Terry Jennings. Siemens Stromberg-Carlson, to California Local
Number Portability Co-Chairs dated May 22, 1996.

Assumption
No intermediate (tandem) switches, i.e., direct trunking between originating and donor switches for QOR: This
favors QOR since the QOR switch usage of intermediate (tandem) switches is neglected.

Calculations

Assume P = % of the Numbers that are Ported; (100-P) = % of the Numbers that are not Ported

1.34P + 1.34(100-P) = 2.34P + 1.04(1 OO-P)

P=23%

LRN QOR

1.30P + 1.15(1 OO-P) = 2.1 OP + 1.04(100-P)

P= 12%

LRN QOR

Results

Lucent 5ESS Switch
Real Time Usage vs. LNP Penetration

Siemens EWSD Switch
Real Time Usage vs. LNP Penetration
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The crossover points for the Lucent and Siemens switches are at LNP penetrations of 12% and
23%, respectively. Since intermediate switches were neglected, actual crossover points are
lower. Above these points, LRN is more efficient than QOR.

AT&T Corp.
May 30,1996
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SIEMENS
Strom~~C!rg-Carlson

May 22, 1996

California Local Number Portability Task Force
Task Force Co-Chairs
Ms, Patricia vanM;dde - AT&T
Mr. Jerry Abercrombie - Pac::itic Bell
Mr. Woody Traylor - MClmetro

Dear Ms. vanMidde and MV$$I'$. Abercrombie and Traylor,

This letter is iT) response to the California LNP Task Force's request for information on
the reladve costs of the two altefnatlve propo~s (LRN and LRN/OOR) being
considered for implementation of LNP in Califomia, and the availability of these
capabitit;QS in the EWSD switch.

Price Quote, per Switch

While 5 iemens Stromberg-Carlson understands the need for this information to
comparrcr the relative costs of LRN and COR, we have two basic concerns in meeting
your req~8st:

') Pricillg in1ormation. whether list or actual, Is closely held proprietary information.
We understand that the information provided in this respons;s will become part of
the pUblic record. Fer this reason, we must decline your request. However,
Siem:!'ns Stromberg--Canson understands the ImportanCfiil of these proceedings
and i- i willing to cooperate If some mechanism to protect our proprietary information
can j.AS developed. This also holds true for any comparative pricing between LRN
andQOR. .

2) Even if "list" prices were provided by the switching vendors, the actual cost to lecal
servi:-:2 providers could vary by a Wide margin based on the discount levels applied
by euch switching vendor to Q;1ch locaJ service provider. This could be mislsading,
and would not resuJt in a true comparison.

StemenJ StrolTlberg-eilrlson

900 Broke! .=)ound Pancway Boc:a FUlton. Ronda 33487 (407) 1ilS5-5000
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Softwa~ e AvaU.bility and Generic Release Datee, per Switch Type

Barring ll~Y unforeseen circumstances, both the LAN and COR features will be
availablacn the EWSD switch in our Release 14.E generic, which wW be available for
FDA teming in Octot::Hilf, 1996, and will be generally aViilUable in 1097.

Switch Real Time and Memory Impacts

The baseline call is a call from a residential line to a residential line. The flilal time
impact b shown as C1 pel'C9ntage over what is required for the baseline call. Without
further provisions for the assumptions of the economic factors to be considered, the
"Cost p€r can" cannot be determined.

Switch Real Time Assessment

Baseline (pre-portability environment) 1
LAN call to non-ported number 1.34
LAN caJl to ported number 1,34
aOR call to non-portEid number 1.04
aOR call to ported number 2.34

Patents, Licensing and! Copyrights

No patants have been f~ed by Siemens Stromberg-Carlson on the basic LAN or QOA
capabilities.

Upon review of our responses. feel free to contact me on 407-955-6596 should there
be any further questions.

Sincerely,

~ViJJ.;r
Terry Jannrngs
Senior ,:lroduct Manager

2
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J. fl'0'l all~ 1Qc:al~an IlIZOapC to oJ~~ wi(ib ~ QORi'o9tin£~&ad
~ LNP qqcry. tile C5Ci:mK1cd..-1 cisne I1Ilio 1$ in...-.cof1!';1. O! tbi$ nOo,~ is
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UWQked..·bR etitb an LNP~ftommoibnol switch. U\c: estimNed r.u.lo (relativt: 10~
dowx~ ti.mc) it U~:1.

6. For a t.crmintU,-I QJl~ to 1I aw:uber tNt Ila$~ cl.-'Iilcft willa QOR~i: invoked .
aDd~ 110 LNP qoay?;om tbe doQoc~ the wi'1Ukd~O~ to bmcbmouk donor
JUl time} is 0.40: 1.

7. FOt' .. teTm1o wliQ& cal! a:tt.mpt to a 1Iml-pariDd awnbGr with QOR pI'occni. iJsvok.cd (tJac~
iliU ta:icb on the doDar PI'i&r:h) the~~o (relative t.o bc:nchIr..IJk dono:r real timc) ;.. in the
range: of 1.01: 1. N()a,a-~ lIS........' 't.Mnl a • QOR tri.ilw Nt #Ix u.tl~ NPA-NXX wbit;b
ls needed to deal wiaI che I.i'DlJQ{ici-~ ..0 moo.mag caJ4 whk:b. do~ lw.'t: the QOR lndkauv
&Ct.
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